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Art Unit: 2164 

DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to the Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
filed October 9, 2008. Claims 1 , 8 and 1 1 are currently amended. Claims 1 , 4-9, 1 1 
and 14-28 remain pending in this application. 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 28 is objected to because of the following informalities: claim 28 recites 
"the method of claim 1 1 ," however claim 1 1 is a directed to a file system and not a 
method. The Examiner believes the claim should read, in part, "the file system of claim 
1 1 ." Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 26-28 recite the limitation "the reproduction time" in line 2 of the claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 


Application/Control Number: 10/799,933 
Art Unit: 2164 


Page 3 


Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1,4-9, 11 and 14-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1 and 8 are both directed to a method of managing multimedia content 
created using SMIL. However, the methods do not seem to be tied to a particular 
machine. The Examiner suggests adding the term "computer-implemented method" 
and including a step of storing some type of data in a computer memory. Claims 4-7, 9, 
20, 21 , 23, 24, 26 and 27 are rejected as being dependent upon rejected claims 1 and 
8. 

Claim 1 1 is directed to as file system that manages multimedia content created 
using SMIL. However, none of the elements/features of the file system appear to be 
necessarily implemented in hardware. Thus, the claim is at best directed to an 
arrangement of software, per se, and rejected as being non-statutory. Claims 14-19, 
22, 25 and 28 are rejected as being dependent upon rejected claim 1 1 . 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 1 , 3-9, 1 1 and 1 3-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Niwa (US 2003/0225696 A1 ) in view of Christensen et al. (US 
6,055,543) ('Christensen'), and further in view of Malik (US 7,089,286 B1 ). 

With respect to claims 1 and 1 1 , Niwa teaches: 

extracting information on a plurality of resource files (paragraph 86) by parsing 
an SMIL document (paragraph 130); and 

packaging a plurality of files comprising the SMIL document and the plurality of 
resource files into a single segment using the extracted information (paragraphs 85 and 
126). 

Although Niwa teaches that the SMIL document and a plurality of resource files 
are packaged together in a new video segment store in a database, he does not teach 
that the SMIL document and resource files are packaged into a single file, wherein the 
operation of packaging comprises: forming a header based on the extracted 
information; creating a plurality of file indexing information based on the extracted 
information, to access the plurality of resource files; and creating an SMIL integrated file 
by packaging the header, the plurality of file indexing information, the SMIL document, 
and the plurality of resource files into a single file. 

Christensen teaches a file wrapper containing cataloging information for content 
searching across multiple platforms (see abstract) in which he teaches packaging 
metadata (SMIL document) and content (resource) files into a single file using the 
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extracted information (Figure 5, column 5 lines 25-31, column 6 lines 19-27), wherein 
the operation of packaging comprises: 

forming a header based on the extracted information (column 6 lines 32-39, 
column 7 lines 51-52); 

creating a plurality of file indexing information based on the extracted information, 
to access the plurality of resource files (column 6 lines 35-39, 45-56); and 

creating an SMIL integrated file by packaging the header, the plurality of file 
indexing information, the SMIL document, and the plurality of resource files into a single 
file (Figure 5, column 6 lines 19-50). 

Christensen teaches that a package is a single file that contains one or more 
wrappers, and that a wrapper contains metadata and content, the content including 
multimedia files containing audio, video and textual information. Thus the packages of 
Christensen contain metadata (SMIL document) and plurality of resource files (content). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Niwa by the teaching of Christensen because 
packaging metadata (SMIL document) and content (resource) files into a single file 
would enable content and its metadata to be transported together (Christensen, column 
6 lines 25-27), searching regardless of file type or the computer system in which the file 
resides (Christensen, column 9 lines 64-66), a reduction in traffic on the network 
(Christensen, column 10 line 8), and prevention of lost/separated metadata 
(Christensen, column 10 lines 15-17). 
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Further regarding claims 1 and 1 1 , Niwa in view of Christensen does not 
explicitly teach wherein the header comprises information on the number of the plurality 
of files included in the integrated file and information on a length of the integrated file. 

Malik teaches method and apparatus for compressing attachments to electronic 
mail communications for transmission (see abstract), in which he teaches wherein the 
header comprises information on the number of the plurality of files included in the 
integrated file and information on a length of the integrated file (element 91 in Figure 9, 
column 10 lines 1-4). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have further modified Niwa by the teaching of Malik because 
wherein the header comprises information on the number of the plurality of files 
included in the integrated file and information on a length of the integrated file would 
enable efficient compression and packaging of various application files, and thus enable 
efficient transmission (i.e. via e-mail) (Malik, abstract). 

With respect to claims 4 and 14, Niwa as modified teaches wherein the header 
comprises copyright information of at least one of the SMIL document and the plurality 
of resource files (Christensen, column 6 lines 33-35). 

With respect to claims 5 and 15, Niwa as modified teaches wherein the plurality 
of file indexing information comprises respective name, length, and offset information of 
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each of the plurality of files included in the SMIL integrated file (Christensen, column 6 
lines 35-39, 45-50, column 7 lines 33-40; Malik, column 10 lines 1-12). 

With respect to claims 6 and 16, Niwa as modified teaches further comprising 
storing a packaged SMIL integrated file. (Niwa, paragraph 126; Christensen, column 5 
lines 23-24). 

With respect to claim 7, Niwa as modified teaches transmitting a packaged SMIL 
integrated file (Christensen, column 5 lines 25-27; Niwa, paragraph 179 lines 9-13). 

With respect to claim 8, Niwa as modified teaches: 

extracting information for accessing a plurality of files included in an SMIL 
integrated file by parsing the SMIL integrated file (Christensen, column 5 lines 50-63; 
Niwa, paragraphs 85 and 126); 

providing an SMIL document (Christensen, column 5 lines 56-61 ; Niwa, 
paragraph 178); and 

providing a predetermined resource file by referring to the information when a 
request for the predetermined resource file is issued (Christensen, column 5 lines 62- 
63, column 8 lines 2-5; Niwa, paragraph 178), 

wherein the operation of extracting the information comprises extracting 
respective name, length, and offset information of each of the plurality of files included 
in the SMIL integrated file, and the operation of providing the predetermined resource 
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file comprises searching for the predetermined resource file from among the plurality of 
resource files by referring to the respective name, length, and offset information of each 
of the plurality of files included in the SMIL integrated file (Christensen, column 6 lines 
35-39, 45-50, column 7 lines 33-40, 49-55), and 

wherein a header of the SMIL integrated file comprises information on the 
number of the plurality of files included in the SMIL integrated file and information on a 
length of the SMIL integrated file (Malik, element 91 in Figure 9, column 10 lines 1-4). 

With respect to claims 9 and 18, Niwa as modified teaches wherein the operation 
of extracting the information comprises extracting file indexing information from a 
plurality of file indexing information to access the predetermined resource file 
(Christensen, column 4 lines 57-58, column 5 lines 50-63, column 7 lines 49-55) and the 
operation of providing the predetermined resource file comprises providing the 
predetermined resource file by referring to the file indexing information (Christensen, 
column 5 lines 62-63, column 8 lines 2-5). 

With respect to claim 17, Niwa as modified teaches further comprising: 
a file managing unit which provide a predetermined SMIL document when there 
is a request for the predetermined SMIL document (Christensen, column 5 lines 56-61 ; 
Niwa, paragraph 178) and provides a predetermined resource file linked to the SMIL 
document when there is a request for the predetermined resource file by referring to 
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corresponding information extracted from an SMIL integrated file by the parsing unit 
(Christensen, column 5 lines 62-63, column 8 lines 2-5; Niwa, paragraph 178), 

wherein the parsing unit extracts the corresponding information for accessing 
files included in the SMIL integrated file by parsing the SMIL integrated file 
(Christensen, column 5 lines 50-63; Niwa, paragraphs 85 and 126). 

With respect to claim 19, Niwa as modified teaches wherein the parsing unit 
extracts file indexing information, including respective name, length, and offset 
information of at least each of the plurality of files included in the SMIL integrated file, 
and the file managing unit searches for the predetermined resource file by referring to 
the name, length, and offset information of each of the plurality of files included in the 
SMIL integrated file and provides the predetermined resource file (Christensen, column 
6 lines 35-39, 45-50, column 7 lines 33-40, 49-55). 

With respect to claims 20-22, Niwa as modified teaches wherein the plurality of 
the indexing information are consecutively disposed together and precedes the plurality 
of resource files (Christensen, Figure 5). 

The limitation in the above claims represents nonfunctional descriptive material 
because it does not affect the way a computer operates; it is merely a description of 
information that does not impart any functionality. It is well known in the art that 
information may be stored in a file in any order. The order in which information is stored 
in a file does not affect the operation of the computer, unless the information is 
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As such, the limitation does not hold any 


With respect to claims 23-25, Niwa as modified teaches wherein the header 
comprises information for all of the plurality of resource files (Christensen, column 6 
lines 32-39; Malik, Figure 9, column 10 lines 1-4). 

The limitation in the above claims represents nonfunctional descriptive material 
because it does not affect the way a computer operates; it is merely a description of 
information that does not impart any functionality. It is well known in the art that any 
type of information may be included in a file/document, such as the information claimed 
above. However, including information in a file does not change the functionality of the 
file unless the information is actually used to impart some type of functionality to a 
computer. As such, the limitation does not hold any patentable weight. 

With respect to claims 26-28, Niwa as modified teaches wherein the SMIL 
document comprises information to adjust the reproduction time of each media object 
included in the plurality of resource files, layouts on a screen, and screen division (Niwa, 
paragraph 87). 

The limitation in the above claims represents nonfunctional descriptive material 
because it does not affect the way a computer operates; it is merely a description of 
information that does not impart any functionality. It is well known in the art that any 
type of information may be included in a file/document, such as the information claimed 
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above. However, including information in a file does not change the functionality of the 
file unless the information is actually used to impart some type of functionality to a 
computer. As such, the limitation does not hold any patentable weight. 


Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 8 and 1 1 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

9. Applicant's arguments filed September 9, 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

1 0. Regarding claims 20-22, Applicant argues that the prior art does not teach where 
the plurality of indexing information are consecutively disposed together and precedes 
the plurality of resource files. The directory of tags in Figure 5 of Christensen may 
represent indexing information, and the directory of tags precedes the content. 
Applicant argues that there is nothing to suggest that if there is a package with multiple 
wrappers, all of the directory of tags would be consecutively disposed together. 
Examiner disagrees. Christensen teaches that the directory "contains a directory of 
what is in the package", not what is in the wrapper (column 6 lines 35-36). Thus, it is 
clear that the file indexing information (directory) will precede the content. Also, the 
tags/indexing information disclosed within the directory are stored together, and thus 
may also be consecutively disposed together. 

1 1 . Applicant argues that the Examiner failed to consider Applicant's explanation 
regarding claims 20-22 in the Amendment filed February 15, 2008. Examiner 


Application/Control Number: 10/799,933 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2164 

disagrees. Pages 9-10, paragraphs 6-7, of the Final rejection mailed July 9, 2008 
address Applicant's explanation. In the explanation, Applicant argues that the indexing 
information is used to read the resource file, and that it is not necessary for a computer 
to process each of the resource files, etc. However, these limitations are not claimed. 
The intended use of the indexing information or potential benefit of the claimed 
arrangement of the indexing information does not limit the claim because the indexing 
information, as claimed, is merely a description of an arrangement of information that 
does not impart any functionality. The order in which information is stored in a file does 
not affect the operation of the computer, unless the information is accessed or used in 
some other type of way. 

12. Regarding claims 5 and 15, Applicant argues that the length, name, and offset 
information of each of the plurality of files included in package 40 of Christensen are 
located in different files, and thus he does not teach the claimed plurality of indexing 
information. Examiner disagrees. Christensen teaches that the length, name, and 
offset information of each of the plurality of files are all included in the package file 
(Figures 5 and 6, column 6 lines 35-39, 45-50, column 7 lines 33-40), and thus he does 
teach the claimed indexing information. The Examiner would also like to note that the 
claims do not specify where the length, name, and offset information of each of the 
plurality of files are located. Claim 1 only recites creating file indexing information and 
packaging the indexing information with other information to create an integrated file; 
and claim 5 recites that the file indexing information includes the length, name, and 
offset information of each of the plurality of files. There is no recitation in either claim of 
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the location of the file indexing information, besides the fact that is packaged into the 
integrated file. Thus, Christensen's package, which includes the length, name, and 
offset information of each of the plurality of files, teaches claims 5 and 15. Furthermore, 
Malik teaches a package file including the length, name, and offset information of each 
of the plurality of files (column 10 lines 1-12). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alicia M. Lewis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5599. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9 - 6:30, alternate 
Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on 571-272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


/A. M. U 

Examiner, Art Unit 2164 
December 15, 2008 

/Charles Rones/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2164 


